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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of lime may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 9-11, 14-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

3. Claim 9 recites the limitation "the promoter region" in line 6. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

4. Claim 9 recites the limitation "the perimeter gap" in line 18. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

5. Claim 9 recites the limitation "the gap" in line 1 . There is insufficient antecedent basis 
for this limitation in the claim. 

6. Claim 9 recites the limitation "the perimeter sub-region" in line 1 . There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

7. Claim 9 recites the limitation "the distance" in line 4. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 

8. Claims 10, 1 1 and 14 recite the limitation "the sealing body" throughout the claim. There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

9. Claim 10 recites the limitation "the thickness" in line 13. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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10. Claim 15 recites the limitation "the promoter region" in line 6. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

The Examiner recommends that "promoter" be changed to -perimeter sub—. 

11. Claim 15 recites the limitation "the body" in lines 14 and 15. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

12. Claim 15 recites the limitation "the thin portion" in lines 14 and 16. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

13. Claim 15 recites the limitation "the large portion" in line 14. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

The Examiner recommends that "the large portion" be changed to —large portions—; 

14. Claim 15 recites the limitation "the small portions" in line 15. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

15. Claim 15 recites the limitation "the sealing body" in lines 21 and 23. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

16. Claim 18 and 19 recites the limitation "the sealing body" in line 1. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

17. Claim 18 recites the limitation "the perimeter" in line 2. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 

18. Claim 18 recites the limitation "the window" in line 2. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 

19. Claim 19 recites the limitation "the cavity" in line 2. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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20. Regarding claimlO, the phrase "or the like" renders the claim(s) indefinite because the 
claim(s) include(s) elements not actually disclosed (those encompassed by "or the like"), thereby 
rendering the scope of the claim(s) unascertainable. See MPEP § 2173.05(d). 

21 . Where applicant acts as his or her own lexicographer to specifically define a term of a 
claim contrary to its ordinary meaning, the written description must clearly redefine the claim 
term and set forth the uncommon definition so as to put one reasonably skilled in the art on 
notice that the applicant intended to so redefine that claim term. Process Control Corp, v. 
HydReclaim Corp.] 190 F.3d 1350, 1357, 52 USPQ2d 1029, 1033 (Fed. Cir. 1999). The term 
"substantially square" in claim 14 is used by the claim to mean "having a width dimension 
substantially greater than the thickness dimension", while the accepted meaning is "having a 
width and thickness being substantially equal." The term is indefinite because the specification 
does not clearly redefine the term. 

Claim Objections 

22. Claim 9 and 17 are objected to because of the following informalities: In claim 9, line 1, 
"any" should be -a-; In claim 9, line 5, "a promoter gap" should be -a perimeter gap-; In claim 
9, line 5, "any" should be —a—; In claim 17, line 2, -which- should be inserted after 
"expansion"; In claim 17, line 3, "to scratch" should be -from scratching-. Appropriate 
correction is required. 

A llowable Subject Matter 

23. Claims 1, 2, 4-8 are allowed. 
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24. The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: The primary reason 
for the allowance of the claims in this application is that the prior art of record does not disclose 
or suggest a sealing member for being mounted between a vehicle cab and a canopy, wherein the 
sealing body has at least two pair of opposing surfaces and in which one pair of opposing 
surfaces contact a portion of the cab and canopy and the second pair of opposing surfaces contact 
another portion of the cab and canopy, in combination with the other elements provided. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later than the 
payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably accompany the issue 
fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on Statement of Reasons for 
Allowance." 

Conclusion 

25. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Patricia L. Engle whose telephone number is (571) 272-6660. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 8:00 to 4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, D. Glenn Dayoan can be reached on (571) 272-6659. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 



Application/Control Number: 10/726,385 



Page 6 



Art Unit: 3612 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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